RELIGIOUS CONTEST. 


s | O R, 


4 brief account of a diſputation holden 
at Blyzton in the County of Lincoln. 


Between 
Mr. Wikiam Fort Miniſter of the Perochial Congregation at Blytor 


on the one parr, 
And 


T IE: Grantham) Servant to the Baptiſed Churches on the other 


part, _ 
> Whereuntois added 


Brief Animadverſionsupon Dr. S'Hling- fleet his Digreſffons 
about Infant Baptiſm : | 


I N 
His Book Intituled, 4 rar ione! account of the aa Religion; JC, 


In both which are ſhewed 


Thar the generality of the Nations now profeſling Chriſtianity, are 
as yer unbaptiſed into Chriſt, 


xr. Becauſe 


Their Sprinkling nd Crofling the Fore-head is not the right way 


of bapriſing. - - 


Infants ought not to be Baptiſed, 


—_—— 


_— —— 


CO DE— 


; Agts 2. 38. 


Regent and be Baptiſed every one of you in rs Name of Feſus Chriſt is the ; 
Remiſſion of Sins, and ye ſball receive the gitts of the Holy Ghoſt; 


| Mark 16. 16, He that believeth and is Baptiſed shall be ſaved. 


_ —_—— eee cen: 


LONDON, Printed in the Year, 1674. 
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T he F pile DeJ:cat »: Y,. 


To Mr. //illiamFort and the reſt of the Brethren and A1i- 
ſtants/at the Diſpute holden by his appointment at Blyzer 
the 18 day of Seprember, 1673. 


Rebirend Sirs 

x Do (eriou;iy account ira part of my infelicity to ſee the di- 
[l {trations and diviſions among us touching the Worſhip of 
Almighty God, and his holy Child Jeſus, whom I truſt we do 
all love and fear, and therefore it is the greater pitty that 
we who differ not-about the Godhead, ſhould at all differ a- 

bout the things which pertain to his bleſſed Service. May it 
therefore pleaſe God to move upon all our hearts to conſider 
(laying IN all carnal intereſt) where the cauſes on cither 

ſide are giyen. Andfith, perhaps we are more quick ſighted 

about each others miſtakes then our own, givemeleave with- 

out oftence, to ſhew briefly what | conceive is really amiſs 

onyour part,and I ſhall as willingly conſider whatmay fair- 

ly beobjected concerning us againſt that confideration. 

Firſt then, when 1 look-upon your reformation from Papal! 
errors, I cannot bur heartily. congratulate che piety and 
:eal of your Martyrs, &c.Specially in their being inſtrumen- 
tal to bring that ſacred inſtitute of the Lords Table from 
under manifold corruptions wherewith ichad been incum- 
bred in thedarkneſs of Popery: Bur yer withall [muſt needs 
condolc their thortneſs 1nnot looking with hike diligence to 
the Priſtine Inſtitution of facred Bapriſm , by which over: 
ſight we which ſurvive them, are the more expoſed to our 
preſent diſtractions, and I thin{cI may ſay in this, as David in 
another caſe, becauſe they did it nor at the firſt thereforc 


i” 


the Lord ;nade a breach upon us. A Se, 


| Tie Epiftle Dedicatory. 

Secondly, when 1 cenfider the articles of the Chyrch of 
4nz/and, 1think it very ſtrange that we whoagree ſo firmly 
mn them allſave three or four, anddiftcrburt in ſome points 
rquching them neither, ſhould not conſider of fome cxpedi- 
ent to remove what obſtructs our intire agreement. | 
May it therefore pleaſe your Biſhops,with their Brethren, 
toadmit ofa friendly conference with our Biſhops an paſt. 
"ors, totry if by any means a way may be foundto bring us 
ro brotherly concord, for whatſoever hath happencdin the 
heat of difputation, or fallen from the Pens of paſſionate 
Writers on citherſide, yer be plcaſed to know, we are no 
jaters ofthe pious Proteſtant, but ſincere lovers of then 
and the truths by them maintain*d, as indeed we ought to be 
ofall who love Chriſt, though differing from us ia many 
things. And thoughit is true we holda feparation from you 
in our Congregations, yet we do this of neceſſity, becauſe 
noneamong your Leaders will treat withus about the re. 
moval of thoſe things which do offend. 

tcontefs, ro reform what is amiſs on your part couching 
ficced Bapriſm is a dithicult undertaking,yet not more diflt- 
cult then it was to reform what was amiſs in the other Sacra- 
ment, whether we conſider their errors, who for ſome hun- 
dredsof ycars, gave itto Infants, or theirs who by their 
t:anſubſtantiacion changed the yery nature of che Sacrament 

Bur if no endeayours of this kind mult be admicted, then 
am 1 out of hopes ever to ſee Chriſtian concord among us, 
for thoſe coercive ways (which ſome incline to) will bur ag- 
gcayate the breach(whichis too great already) & render your 
caule the mote ſuſpitious,and conſequently more confirm us 
in our perſ\afion ag4inſtyour way. Now the Lord himſelf di- 
#0713 all co the way of truth and peace in all things; 

<0 pravs; yours to loye ah ſerve you in Chriſt as far 
1; permitted, T.G. The 
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PEPE PPED 


THE 
Fpiſtletothe Reader, 


Shewing the occaſion of this Diſputation. 


Courteous Reader. 


Iſpntation is not more burtfal when needleſs, then profitable when 
neceſſity ealls for it, And hercupon onr Lord Chriſt himſelf was 
frequent mm diſputes about his DofFrine. This way went the Apoſtles 
to try the matter in Queſtion about Circumciſion, Aﬀts 15, And Paul 
deferded Chriſtianity by diſputing dayly in the School of one Tyrannus 
AQts 19. | 
. The occaſion of the diſpute at Blyton, Septemver 18, 1673. was 0% 
this wiſe, A ſmall remnant of baptized Chriftians meeting in that 
\Town, it pleaſed Mr. Fort miſter of the Perochial Conzregat ion 
there, to come to their Acetinigs, and to hinder their proceedings , fo 
that they could not edific one anotber, as their manner was. And this 
he did many tomes, and told them Þ: was reſolved the y ſhould not meet 
in that Town. And when th: Baptiſts ::1cavorred to maintain their 


, principles, he flighted them, ſaying they were foaliſh Jen n8t fir to 


diſcourſe of religion becauſe they underſtood ot the rules of Logick,&c. 
But hs bad them fiad him a Man that had Brains, and underſtood the 
Languages, end knew L69:1ch a4 he would diſpute with him. They 
told him they had few tht under flood theſe things. But be not ceafh, 19 
fo difEurb them thy c0:ſented to bis motion, and a day was appointed, 
and becauſe the Baptiſts hag not a convenient place, Mr. Fort prov:- 
ded a large room, and ſent for them to come thither where himſelf with 
twe other Miniſters eni divers of the Netghbourbood were z1tt 


rageth x, 
Fag- 


, To theReader, 
Por the account of the diſpute it ſelf, take this information that muci; 
of it 13 bere reported according to what Aemory conld ſerve 
'n port rECog itation, but yet be aſſured of this that for ſubſtance it is 
20 altered by this account, the arguments varying very little, or wot at 
ll From the very terms wherein they were expreſſed in the Diſpute, 
9:4 Atr. Forts anſwers, rendred rather more advaytas 10HS, then i 


their faſt actiucry. 
Sf rYeem flrange that a Perſon of ſuch Learning and Gravity, 
ſhould anſy wer ana argue with no more advantage ro bis canſ e » the 
Reader may take notice that God hath ſaid, He will confound the 
Wiſdom of the Wiſe, and bring to neught the underſtanding of the 
Prudent And when he duth this then where 1s the Scribe, where is the 
[:ſpurcr of this Werld. 

Now whereas in this Diſpute I have uſed th: method which the 
L.carned do more affe&t, then other ways of Diſpmting , 1 deſire the 
Reader to take norice, that 1 do not in anything that I have ſaid pre- 
'ind at all tothe Parts of 4 Scholar, being a Perſon of no educationthat 
1 ay, howbezt, having obtaincd mercy of the Lord, to know ſomewhat of 
bis bleſſed Will, according to his word, | am therefore willing ts appear 
14 the defence of his Trath when called thereunto. | 

Fiialy, my hearts deſire aud prayer to God, is ; that though OHY 
preſent differences in Religion, be matter of infelicity, yet ſith we all 
37, that Chriſtianity ts the only true Religion 1m the world, that we 
[ICY E f rt may crAcaveur to manmtain the great engage CBE of '* harit 'Y3 
id Federation, and then we n ay expect that the God of Truth and 
Peace, will puty us under our miſtakes, and alſo lead ns wo the enjoy- 
-1e77r of that gracions promiſe , Jer. 32.39, Even to give us one 
Heart, 4 At One Way. 99 be it, 


> 


Tho, Grantham. 


No Mn nooner Ons 


A Reli2ious Conteſt, 


OR, 


An account of the D:{pute held ar Bly:'on 
the eighteen of Sefrember, 1673. 


= - . . - 4 
The People being come together, Mr. Fort applying himſelf to Tho- 
14s Grantham began after this manner, 


lawfal Meet ings in this place which I have laboured to fup- 

preſs, now that wiich I have to charge them with is this - 

That their Meetings are unlawful. 2. That their| way of 
Anabaptiſm is ſinful, And 3, I will prove that our way of bapti' 
Zing Intants is lawful, 


& I R, I ſuppoſe that you are come hither to defend ſome un- 


T ho, Grantham, 

Sir, I came not hither to defend any Mans ſayings or doings, but 
to. vindicate the truth of the Goſpel (as' much as in me is) ſo far as 
[ am concerned, and for Anabaptiſm I am againſt it as much as you, 
nor do think it needfal to diſpute about the baptizing of Infants till 
ſome body be found to baptiſe them, for I think that there is no Man 
in England that baptucth any Infants. 

Mr. Fort, 

Why this isa ſtrange thing 1 can any thing be more plain , 
then that which is de fa#o, and here the three Prieſts fell 2 
jaughing, 

: T. Grantham, | 

Gentlemen, you have no cauſe to laugh as yet, forl ſay (and _ 

pen ev 


a ee nn een nn nr ne DI on 


(2) 
{hew in dite place) that neither you nor any in the world that I can 
hear of does bapxiſe any Infants, | 
Mr. Fort, 

I tell you friend we do taptiſe them and will you deny a thing that 

is &c fatto, and here they fell a laughing again. 
T. Grantham, - 

Gentlemen, this doth not become the gravity 6f your Perſons.did 
you come hither to make ſport ? But becauſe you make this {© 
ſtrange: give me leave to put you in mind of the Apoſtles ſaying , 1 
Cor. 11, This is n0tt9 eat the Lords Supper, and yet the Cermnth:ians 
did celebrate the Lards Supper as they ſuppoſed in the Bread and 
\V ine which they ſet apart, bur going from the Inſtitution of 
Chriſt, the Apoſtle denies it to be the Lords Supper, I thercfore 
ſay you do not baptife at all, becauſe you have loſt the Inſtitution of 


Chriſt, 
Mr, Fort. 

Well. well, but firſt let me hear what you have to ſay for theſe 
unlawfii Meetings which I have endeavoured to ſupprels. 

| T. Grantham, | | 

I am not ſo mucha ſtranger te the Meetings you ſpeak of, but I 
think they may be defended, but yet I ſuppole it the beſt way to ery 
our Principles, for if they be good, eur Meetings to promote good 
principles necd nor offend you, and truly till this day, I did not yn- 
d-rſtand that our Meetings ſhould be the fubje& of our Diſpute, 

Mr. Fort, : 

I perceive thoſe that have informed you have done you ſome in- 
jury, for I did fay, that your Meetings were unlawful and therefore 
: oppoſed them, and ſeeing you have not premidated this, I will not 
{urprize you, but will conſent to diſpute their principles. 

T. Grantham, ; 

Sir Ithank you for that, and I deſire that the Queſtions may be 
fairiy ated to contain the points in difference ak our the DoRtrinc 
of Baptiſm. 
| Mr. Fort. 

Well, I agree to that, and pray do you ſtate the Queſtions if you 
pleate., 

. | T. Grattham. 
The Queſtions then may be theſe; (viz 
W : 3 (oi) Os. 1. Who 
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(3) 
Whether your way of baptiſing, be che righe way of bapriſing ? 
2 | | 


4, 2, 
Whether Infants ought to be baptiſcd ? 
Mr. Fort, | 

Well, let theſe .be the Queſtions, I ſay our way ef baptifir g i, 
right , and that Infants ought to be baptifed, and do you prove the 
contrary if you can. | 

T. Granthary. 

Although you ought to prove what you affirm, yet | will accept 
your offer, and ſhall ſhew, that your pretended way of baptiſing is 
nor the right way of baptifing, and that Infants ought not tro be bap- 
tiſed,and firſt I argue thus, | | 


Arg. 1, | 

Hely Scripture deth fhew what 15 the right way of baptiſing , holy 
Scriprure doth not ſhew ſprinkling or croſſing is the right way of bapti- 
ſms, ergo your way of baptiſing is not the right way of bapticing, 

Ar. Fort 

We do not fay that ſprinkling or croſſing is baptifing, neither did 
I ever fprinkle any in all my life, | 
h T, G, 

Then you contradict your brethren, whoſe conftant praftice is 
known to be ſprinkling and croſſing rhe Fore-head, yea you con- 
tradi your own Common Prayer-book, for there your dipection 
is to ſprinkle and croſs the Infant, 

Mr. Fort. 

I conteſs our old Common Prayer-book did uſe the word ſprinkle, 
but we have now altered ir, and it is only baptife in the new Com- 
mon Prayer-book, 

& 1 Grantham, | 

I confeſs reformation is no error; it feems then bY your own grang 
your firſt Book was faulty, and for your practiſe it is ſtill the ſame , 
and I pray; as you are a Schollar tell us plainly, doth the word bap- 
tiſe fignifie to ſprinkle ? | 

M. Fert, 
No, I do not fay it doth the word that ſignifies ſprinkling is R2;Ji52; 
T_'6, 


In that you ſay well, and now pray anſwer to my Argument, for 
It proves ſprinkling 1s not the way of bapriſing, 


ME 


(4) 


Mr, Forr. 

I havetold you we do not fay that ſprinkling is baÞtiſing, 

neither do we x.ake the Croſs any part of Baptiſm, 
; Tho, Grantham. 

You do certainly make the Crofs av appurtenance_in -your Bap- | 
tiſm. for you will excommunicate ſuch as refuſe ro uſe it in Baptiſm, 
and for ſprinkling Lappeal to this Aſſembly, who can witnets it $ 
the common practice of your Miniftry to ſprinkle the Fore-head, 
and it is remarkable that-yon cannot Rafid by your practice now it 
is oppoſed. I dffire you to anſwer the Argument. 

| Mr. Fort. 

have anſwered it for I do not ſprinkle, but TI always pour water 
upon thoſe whom I baptiſe, and for my own part I was dipped,and ſo 
according to your own Judgement rightly baptiſed, 
| T. Grantham. 

if you were dipped then you had more done to you then your 
Brethren in that caſe, and ſo you are divided in your practice nor 
is Your pouring water on the Fore. head baptifing and therefore n- 
'{wer the Argument, 

Mr. Fort. | 

Here Mr. Fort and the other Miniſters ſpake together diſowning 
iprinkling., andſaying they did not make the Crofs neteffary in 
Baptiſm, for ( fay they ) in private Baptiſm i is not uſed. 

T. Grantham. 

Y ou know that the Papiſts allow of Midwife to pour water out of 
2 Gla's upon the Infant , which they account a valid Bapiiſm, yet 
ar other times they make their ceramonies neceſſary, and ſo do you 
the Croſs, performing in the name of the Father, Son and holy 
5pirit, 

_ Mr. Forr, 

That is not-{o® we do not perform it in the name of the Father, 

Son, and holy Spirit, therefore you wrong us, | 
T. Grantham, 

This is ſtranze, for cither you do it inthe name ofthe Lord, or 
in Your own name, 2f you do it in your own name pray tell us ſo, 
{7 you aniwer not the Argument, therefore I proceed. 


Arg. 2. 
[hat which renders the prattiſe of Chriſt an4 his Apoſtles ſupcr- 
eee, 7 7 Kiileus, trnot the right way of Baptifing, 


Pp Dat 


2. 


© P, 

But your preteracd way of Baptifing renders the pratt;ce of Cor aſt 
na his Diſciples ſuper flacus, or 71dicalogs, 

Erge. Your way of Baptiſing #5 not the right way of Baptiſiag 

Mr, Fort, : 

The minor is denyed our way of. Baptiſing doth not render tlie 
practice of Chriſt or bis Diſciples ſuperBuous or ridiculous. 

TG rantbar. WE £ 

The minor I evince by this demonſtration, he that conſiders ſow 
Chriſt and his Diſciples were baptiſed, and-did baptiſe in Rivers or 
Places of much water , and you on the other ſide rake a little water 
on your finger ends, or in your hand only, muſt needs conclude thar 
cither they did too: much; or yau do:too little ; Now-: thus its 55 
written, Mat. 3 Teſus when he was baptizes! cam? up ſtreiohr way or 
of the Water, Mark 3, They were all bapti2:d ta the River of Fordas. 
confeſſing their ſins. Tohn baptiſed in £907 becauie there was much 
water there. Phillip and the Exnzch went both down into the water. 
Now if your putting a few drops of water on the Fore-head only, 
be ſufficient then the orher muſt needs | be ſuperfluous, yea r4- 
diculous. 

Mr. Fore. 

This does not prove the minor, for we do not deny dipping, and1 
pray what ds you mean when you fay our way renders Chriſts t6 
be ridiculous, | 

T. Grantham, 

I meana'thing to be laughed ar, and pur the caſe you hatl occaſion 
to waſh your hands only, would it not be ridiculous to ſee you go 
into the Riverto do it? even does thus your pretended way of bap - 
tifing, render the way of Chriſt ridiculous and reflets diſhonour 
on him and his followers, as if they were not ſo wiſsas you, to 
know the beſt way to be baptized, but we are reſolved: to fofow 
Chriſt though we ditfer from you. 4s 

Mr, Fort. 

Yes, the word ridiculous doth fſignifie ſo much , bur yetTdeny 
that our prattiſe doth refle&t upon Chrifts, for though in theie kor 
Countreys they did dip in Rivers, yer it was not neceffary in theſe 
colder Countreys'to do fo, for Chriſt 1ath not commanded that. 

| | T, Grantham. tk | 
Then you confeſs it was the praftice of the firſt chriſtians Fo 
B 2 17 
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| {6 ) 
dip in Rivers,and I as you whether they did this by a command 0: 
not ? ; 
Ar. Fort. 
Yes, I grant they did it by a command; 
T. Gr antham, . 
Then'you have granted (ſufficient to overthrow your practice, and 
to confirm ours, unleſs you can alſo ſhew a command for ſprinkling, 
| Ar. Fort. 
I have told you I do not ſprinkle. 
7. Grantham: - | 
The contrary is the known prattice of your Miniſtry, and yours 
is little differing, I proceed to another Argument. 
Arg. 3: 
That which brings unawaidable confuſion into the Church is net 
12s right way of baptifing - | 
But your way of baptiſing doth bring unavaidable confuſion into the 
Church, 
Ergo, your Way of baptiſing 18 not the r ight way of baptiſing | 
r. Fort, | 
* Our practiee in baptiſing as we do, doth not bring confuſton into 


the Church, 
T. Granthar, 

1 fhew the contrary thus, your way of baptifing admits of as many 
ſeveral ways, as there are parts in a mans body; for whether the 
Fore-head, the Breaſt, Back, Hand or Foot, or ſome other part 
ought to be only ſprinkled, or whether any oftheſe may net ſerve, 
you can ſhew no reaſon, ſo that you thus bring confuſion int © the 
Church: 

| | Myr Fort, 

The Head being the moſt honourable part of mans body ; we 
cherefore chuſe the head and think that che beſt, _ 

| . T, Grantham _ 

This is only your imagination, and if I think otherwiſe, and ſo 
ehuſe the breaſt, you cannot ſvew this to be a greater errour then 
your 0n, but I proceed. 

Ar : 


F. 4» 
That which renders all Men uncertain whetiey they de the will oj 


Gator not, #5 20t the right way of baptif ing, , 
Nr 


\ 


| / 

But your way of baptiſing 6th — all Men uncertain whether 
toagy 4o the will of God or 207, 

Ergo, your way of baptiſirg is not the right way of baptiſurg. 

| Ar. Fort 

I deny that our way renders men uncertain, whethes they do' the 
will of God or not, «+ | 

FT. 

God hath nt aſſigned any one part of the body to be baptiſed, 
and not another, therefore no man that tollows your way can te!! 
whether he do the will of God or not, an following your way: 

Ars, F. : 

That way which doth not ſugnifie that which eurht to be repreſentid 
in baptiſm 1s not the right vray of baptiſing. 

But your pretended way.do;h not ſignifi: that which ought to be ve- 
preſented in baptiſm. | 

Ergo. Your way of Baptiſing ts _ the right way of Baptiſing. 
LT? Cort, 

Our way of baprtiſins doth ſignifie the cleanſing of the conſcience 
from Sin which is the thing that ought to be ſignified in baptiſm: 

| FX» 

No action of mans deviſing may be ſaid to fignifie the cleanſing 
our conſciencesfrom Sin, but my argument refers to the whole ſis- 
nification of baptiſm, and particularly the burial of Chriſt and others 
with him, Rom, 6 weare buried wirh him in baptiſm, and the Scrip- 
ture cannot be broken, theretore baptiſm muſt ſo be performed as ro 
ſ1gnifie theſe things : 

Arg. 6. 

That which agrees not with the native minification of the word 
Barige is not the right way of Bapriſing, 

But your way agrees not with the natrve ſyonification of the word 
Barico: 

Ergo, your way 3s net the ri9ht way of baptiſing . 

Mr, Fort 

The minor is denied, our practice agrees with the signification of 
the word Bamigeo: 

T. G. 

I deſire you to ſhew the place which mentions ſuch a washing as 
 youpractice, whage the word Ba77izo is taken to expreſs the ſacred 

act of baptiſm: IS _ oo Aſr 


x » 
Mr. Fore. 

Ic is faid the Phariſes did waſh their eups and beds; here the 

word Baptizo is uſed, yet they did not dip them, 
T. Grantham, : | | 

I call'd for a Text wher the word n4:3{2, i; ved to expreſs the 
facred Act of baptiſm, and that ſignifies y 47 manner of waſhing | 
and inſtead of this, you bring me a place which ſpeaks of the Pha, 
riies waſhing cugs and beds, and yer eyen this place is againſt you , 
for they that wah defiled cups and beds do more then ſprinkle them, 
er poure a little water upon them, as you do on the Infants Fore- 
head ; and here give me leave to urge ſome Authorities for the ſ1g- 
ſiiication of the word BarFigo to be a dipping of the thing deno- 
minated baptized, and firſt I urge the Greek, Erammey, where the 
radix is gaz] and rendred, mergo, :mmeroo, Odip or plunge. 

Mir, Fort. 
[ will not regard the Greek Grammar. 
T7. Grantham. 

This is ftrange ! will you take upon you to corret the Greek 

Grammar, | 


@. 


Mr. Fort, 

Yes that Iwill, I will not believe the Greek Grammar. 

| T. Grantham. 

I {uppoſe you wo::Id corre& our Bibles too if you could, tur till 
this be done giye us leave to believe the Grammar which we have . 
for I do not expect a better from you ; my next Authority is that of 
Chatter, wizo ſaith Barnlitey eſiingo quod fit umergendo portin6Fio- 
nm, (> inundationenm. | 

Mr. Fort, 

I have not ſeen that Author, 

T. Grantham 

They I g:ve Yor anotner : An &roſe faith X ern fra! ICS SUED a:bens 
 \12 forte quo Chriftus, Therefore brethren we muſt be dipped 
'1 the fame Fountain with Chriit, that we way be one with Chriſt, 
aid to this agree che decrees of fome Conrce/i-. 

\ ! Th For?. 

Pray Allien rhoſe counts har decreed ſuch a thins if you can. 

| . 1, Granthar, : | 

The {9119 Tolerw counſell ( which is ratified in the Decreralls ) 

faith 
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ru firs ab aquis exrorfio reſurrect'o oF, 
M1. FOOT, 

Well. I have told you was Cipped yet I had but my head 04.1 

dipped; and for my vart I do not ule fprinkling ar all. _ | 
T. Graithare, | 

Sir, I have ſhewel how therein you contravict your Brethren and 
the Church of Exglard, and it's obſervable that you cannot Rand bry 
your way of baprtiſing, and hereby you give tits A fleavly juſt cau'c 
to ſuſpect their baptiſm, but I proceed, 

Arg, 7- 
That prattice which was innovated lon? after tne inſtitution of bas 
1i{m is not the right yay of baptifss . 
But your way was znnovated lon? after the iſt itution of batt iſ 
Ergo, your Way #5 zot the r17ht way of bapt ins . ; : 
Mr. Fore. \ 

1 deny that our way was innovated long after the inficution 05 
baptiſm, 

T. Grantham, 

I can prove it was innovated long after the inſtitution of Faptiim 11 
your own Doctors. For example, /7170 Grcatias who confeſſes t6 
much in his judgement 07 ſundry points controverted, 

Alſo the Learned Marqueſs of Worceſfcs in his conference wit! 
His Late Majeſty confeſſes that their Church (to wit the Papilts) 
changed baptiſm from dipping over head and ears to a little ſprink- 
ling upon the Forehead, and W.:!'r:dus ftrabs de reb:rs reclefie, that 
the firff Chriſtians were baptized ſumply in floods and fojrrrtams , yea l 


. cah prove by our own chronicles that there were about ren thouſand 


baptiſed in one day in the River Swale in York-ſhire, from all which 
it appears your way of ſprinkling is an innovation, 
| Mr, W 

Mr, Wrigh: one of the Miniſters that ſat by was very angry and 

Rood up> ſaying; you ſpeak all, it 1s not fit you ſhould ſpeek ſo much. 
T. Gramham 

To whom T.G. replyed Sir you ought not to be angry ; I do 

not interrupt Mr, For:, and he hath time to ſpeak what he hath 


4-0 


10) 
ro ay : therefore blame not me ah I hear as well as ſpeak. 
Mr. Fur:. bf 
Pray Mr WW-:ght be net angry ; I p:omiſed it ſhould bea peaces- 
Lle diſpute, 
T. Grantham. 
Becauſe I would give Place that Mr, Fore n ight have time to 


prove his praRtice,l would now proceed to the ſecond Queſtion,(v5z) 


Qu. 2. Whether Infants ought to b: baprized, 1 am 10 preve they 

on7hr not, which I thus do, : 
Of. &. | 

iToly Scripture doth ſhew whe are to be baptized » Holy Scripture 
tis n6t ſhew that” Infants ought 10 bebopriſed. 

Er20, Infants ong hit 19t to be baptiſed. 

, Ar. Fort. | 

Holy Scripture doch ſhew that Infants ought to. be baptiſed. 

Thoinas Grantham. 

If Holy Scripture doth ſhew that Infants ought to he baptiſed,then 
ſome body can ſhew where it may be found, but no body can ſhew 
us where ſuch a Scripture may be found. 

Ergo Holy Scripture doth not ihew that [nfants ought to be bap- 
tied. Mr. Fort. 

[ can ſhe v where it may be found, and I will prove that [Infants 
oughr'to be bapriſed, from Mar. 28 19. 

T, Grantham 

Sir, you miſtake your place, for you are not now to prove, but to 
anſwer me, nor doth the text you mention ſpeak of Infant baptiſin ar 
all. Mr. Fore. - 

The word is ua%4ozJs make Diſciples in all Nations baptiſing 
:hem, bur Infants are part ct the Nations that are to be baptiſed. 

T. Gra: tham. 

Y ou do violate the Law, of di'puting . for beins my reÞon:cut 
V0u ought not to argue. Now forthe Text it is read thus aes3w]c; 
P12 nT% TH 6 771 |& TH. £9017 Cami Coils; a1] IO 635 T6 Cvoue rm SG &C. 

Now for the explication of the Vero waS»7d 727, | refer vou to 
F«s9: the 4 4. watn7e5s m ay here Diiciples are made ſuch by actual 
reachins: Ergo; Intants cannot be made Diicipies according to Far. 
25. 19. Ar. Fort. 

| Jenv,, that it is neceTary t@ underitand an actaal teachings by the 
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11) 
T. G, 
' The very reading of the Text gives it again{ you, for it faith go 


. reach all Nations, twas an act to be done by the Apoſtles. CE 


Mr, Fort, 
I tell you Infants of believers are diſciples and need no act to make 
them ſo, T. G 


Thar cannot be, they muſt be made diſciples either by God or 
Man before they can be diſciples, however they cannot be diſciples 
according to Mat. 28, Becauſe that is interpreted by your (clt. to 
make diſciples, (viz by the Apoſtles. 

Mr. Fort, 

But there is no necellity to'underſtand an actual reaching of all 
that are to be made diſciples. 

7, Grantham. 

It can have no other ſignification, as I ſhall chew by your own 
Criticks, who tell us that the ,uy$y e/# diſco, to learn or get know- 
ledge and in the Hebrew ua2745 m9» is COT IIIN Wy & 12h 
comes of 199 didict and is rendred dicens ab alio, which agrees 
with the Syriack 972971 and the Arab. 277 this fully accords 
with Afark 16.16: go preach the Goſpel to every creature and heuce 
I argue, Ifſthoſe that are to be baprifed according to Mar, 28. 19. 
muſt firſt be made by actual teaching or learning from anorher, then 
no infant ought to be baptiſed according to this Text. but the firſt 1s 
true: Ergo, ſo is the latter. | 

| Mr, Forr. 

[ will prove that infants ought to be baptiſed as being <aiciples from 
As 15. Why tempt ye God to put a yoke upon the necks of the dil- 
ciples? this is ſpoken of infants, and therefore they are diſciples, 

"Fn. GX | 

Sir, [ marvel you should no better obſerve the Law of diſputing 
which I muſt hold you to, and the rather becauſe you were pleaſd to 
ory ſo much over your poor Neighbours becauſe of your sKill in 
ogick, and now I will shew your mittake of this Text by the pro- 
tecution of my next Argument which 15 this, 

Ars 2 
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Noe eh! to be baptiſed but ſuch as are Chriſts Diſciples, accore 
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(12) 
Mr. Fort. Sg 

i deny the minor, Infants are Chriſts Diſciples according to the 
Goel uſe of that exvreion, 

7, Gruatham, 

None are Chriſts Diſciples according to the goſpel uſe of that ex- 
preſton, but ſuch as rake up their crols daily and follo:y Chriſt, but 
Infants do not ſo. Ergo, to this agree the words of Chriſt, Luk.12. 

Mr. Fort, | 

This place ſpeaks of perions of years, and not of Infants , 

T. Grantham, 

[ grant it, and ſo doth every Text that ſpeaks of Chriſts Diſciptes 
according to the goſpel uſe of that expreſſion, 

LD Mr. Fort, | 

Not fo, for I will ſhew a place where Infants are cailed Diſciples, 
Acts x5: Here ſuch as were to be circumciſed after the magner of 
Moſes are called Diſciples and yqu know Infants were circumciſed 
aftar the maaner of 1/7oſes, 

T, Grantham. 

That Infants were circumciſed after the manner of Aoſes is true, 
and that rhe falſe Apoſtles would have put the yoke upon al! rhe 
Diſciples is true, but that every one upon whom they would [14 pur 
that yoke were Diſciples is not true; I will expound this text by ano- 
ther, As 4.32, here we are informed that the multitude of them that 
believed had all things common, yet it doth not follow that all char 
had part in theſe common things were believers, for Infants had 
part in common things, and yet were no believers, for it's ſaid the 
multitude of them that believed were of one heart, and one Soul. 

Mr, Fort. 
That tet doth not expound the other. 
| T. Grantham, | 

{et them be diligently compared, and you will find that a mar 
my as well prove Infants believers from the one, as you can prove 
chem Diſciples from the viher, but I proceed, 


AYE-'3+ | 
[Vane 019 Þt to ls baptized but thoſe wheſe auty it is to be bern aoats 
»f water ard of the ſpirit. | ; 

I; 1s or the arty of fans ro ba born araim of water and the [pn - 


Fre, Infants euch not tobe baptiſed, 
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(13) 
Mr. Fort. 
I except againſt the term duty in your Argument, 
T, Grantham, 


Why o ? 
Mr, Fort, 


There are four terms in your Argument ; 
T. Grantham, 

This is but an evaſion, and no anſwer, you cannot ſhew four terms 
In 1t. | Mr. Forr. 

I fay Infants ought to be born again of water and of the ſpirit. 

T. Grantham, | 

Here you grant that they ought to be born again of water, and of . 
the ſpirit, and yer deny it to be their duty, this is no good diftinion 
to make the new birth no part of mans duty, but I will prove that 
whoſoever is born again muſt therein perform duty, i Foh, 5. what- 
ſoever is born of God overcometh the world, and this is the victery 
even our faith: certainly to believe and overcome the world is ſome- 


thing of duty, Mr. Fort, 
This place ſpeaksnot of Infants, but of perſons which are Adult, 
T. Grantham 


[ grant it, but withall-I fay this Text ſpeaketh of whatſoever is 
born of God, and fairh Chriſt, every one that is born of the ſpirit is 
like the wind that bloweth-{o as the ſound thereof is heard now can 
y cu imagine your Infants are born again of the ſpirit , ſeeing they 
give not any demonſtration of it ? 

Mr. Fort, 
Y ou &i!] in fit upon places which ſpeak of adult perſons. 
T. Grantbar. 

I have told you that all the Scriptures which ſpeak ofthe new birth 
of vwater and of the ſpirit, ſpeaks of adult perſons, or ifany ſpeak of 
Infants pray ſhew us where they are. 

Ar: 

No ſrrners 091 to be baptized, but thoſe of whom faith and repen 
F:27CE: 5:3 fe "1" Fe OH Ty , | 

Faith ed FEPCNT RICE Are 501 required of Infants, 

Ez -0, L;f:::r5 are ot juch framers as e1&uht to be baptized, 
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Y our conſciencetells you that 1 infiit upon thofe things which are 
we duty of all that are to be baptiſed ; yea your rulgar Catechim 
teacheth us that faith and repenzance are required oj all that are 
to be baptiſed, but ſecing you antwer not, ku evade oniy, 3 ſhall 
proceed. AIrE- Sy. 

All that ought to be vuried with Chriſt in Baptijin, ou;ht ſirſ? 16 be 
deas with him from the rudiments of the world, Infants ewtir not 10 Ve 
dead with Chriſt from the rudiments of the world, Yergo, Infants ong hit 
not to be Baptiſcd. | Mr. Fort. 

I deny the conſequence, | 

T. Grantham, 

No Sir, you cannot deny the conſequence in a Categoricall fyl- 
logiſm , {0 that you muſt either diſtinguiſh, or deny one of the pro- 
poſitions, Mr, Fore, 

Well then, Ideny your major, 


I need but only ſhew the abſurdity of this your denyal, for you {ay 
in effect that ſo e are to be buried before they be dead, now thai all 
Chriſtians in Rere and Coloſs were dead with Chriſt , before they 
were buried with him in baptiſm, is evident, Roms. G, 1,2,3,4, 
Celoſ. 2.10, 11, 12. and is as true of all other Churches, by which 
it is plain that no Infants were then,nor ouzht now to be baptiſed, 

| Arg, 6. 

Such only ought to be baptiſed as Chriſt and his Apoſtles did bapriſe, 

or appointed to be baptiſed, but neither Chriſt nor his Apoſtics b+yti- 
- {ed any Infants, ncr appeinted them to be baptiſed, Ergo. 
M. Fort, 


Chriſt did appoint Infants to be baptiſed, and ſaid ſuffer little: | 


Children to come unto me and forbid them not, Mar. 18. 
T, Grantham, 

All that can fairly be inferred of this paſſage is this, that if any 
defire the Prayers of the Miniſters of Chriſt for their Children cc. 
they may lawfully pray for fuch blellings as they have need of ; but 
if any preſume to baptiſe them, they do more to them then Chriſt 

1d, or any other by his appointment, 
| Mr. Forr. 

The Jaylor and all his were baptiſed, and how can you think there 
were no. Infants in his houſe, ES. - T. 
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(15) 
T. Granthan:. 

Tie very reading of this Text doth ſhew, that rhere were no In- 
fants bautiſed , for Arſt the hoe was Preached to him and to all 
that were in his hou, fecondly he rejoyced believing in God with 
all his houſe : [deſire no better evidence againſt your Infant baptiſm 
then the 9 lace vou © CLINGg for 1t. 

All that are tot tg; ſea Nr i 4870.72 £1 Wor ſhi; P God in ſpirit and 
truth, as alſo in (tr vencral duties of tie now T eſtameiit 

Ys [7 ant 5 04+: 7D; #0? to 1v0 ih. P CG 54 471 {pir, E 8-3: 4 t1 rruti; Fs. Let 
tiſmn, gs other generes dity of the new Veſtament, Ergo, kij4ts 
0:12 ht not to be Bapt uſed 

Ar. F0rt. 

What do you inean by the general duties 01 {theney Teſta ent 7 

I mean Prayer, hearing the Word, and Communion at the Lords 
Table according to Aﬀs. 2. 41. 42. 

Ar. Fort 
This is ſpoken of grown Perſons, and not of Infants, 
T. Grantham. 
This is ſpoken of all rhat were baprited in the firſt Church, whoſe 
Pattern we ought to follow rather then the innovations of Mien. 
Mr. Fort. 
Your way is an innovation not much abore ry7o bungred years 0 
ThAGra;; tbs {772, 

Not fo, for our way of baptifing began in the' days of _ the 
Baptiſt, and for our oppoſing Infant baptifin tis very anrient, f 
as foon as we hear it mentioned we fin4 it oppoſed by Tertul!: 
who lived inthe third Century: | | 
Ar. Fort. » 4 

Tertullian is conceived to oppoſe only the Baptifing of the chil- 
dren of unbelievers: 

That is a great miſtake, his words are indefinite » for he ſaith, 
Veniant ergo aum adoleſcunt, ventant dum diſcunt , drum quo V0111278 
accentur, fiant Chriſtiam ciim Chriſtum noſſe potuerint, 

Mr, W 

Mr, Wright who was one of the other Prieſts, ſtood up and ſaid, 
let the buſineſs be put to that iſſue, for you only have Terr xll:an for 


the Antients, and he was a Mantaniſts, T. 
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(6 ) 
T. Grantha. 
if he muſt be lighily looked at becauſe he was in ſome errour, as 
that oft 176:tanns,then you muſt lay aſide moſt of the antient Fathers 
who alſo had their-errours, bu: you are miſtaken Terryllian was not 
the only perſen among the Antients that oppoſed Infant baptiſm, for 
Greg. Naziauzene did likewiſe diſſwade from it. 
Mr, Wright. 
We have Iren 45 before Tertullian who ſpeaks tor Infant baptiſtn 
for he ſaith Infizntes.puerss ſens, 
T. Grantham, 
You act his words amits, for it 1s not ſes but /erores. 
Mr. Wrieht. 
Its /c;z25, It is ſens, 
| T. Grantham, 
You miſtake it is ſcx:ores, and beſide Irc4:s (peaks not of Laptiiin 
caly he uifth the words, reafſcurter in drum, 
| Atr. Fort 
The Antients underſtood by them words to be baptized, 
7 LAI. | 
ic is 1acenventent {0 to interpret J;c; ers in this place; for then it 
would follow that unlels Infants be baptiſed they cannot be faved, 
11 hich is abſurd, but 1 defire you to anſwer to the Argument 
Mr. Fort ſeemed not difpoſed to give any ſurther anſwer: then 7. 
Cra;tham iaid I have propoundetd and proſecuted 5 Arguments a- 
£2inſt your pretended way of baptiſing, and 7 againſt your Infant 
tub;ect, of what weight they are, and how you have anſwered them, 
we oſs proper Judges. but mu! {-ave that to the Auditors ; now 
becauſe I would not take up the whole time, I defire you to 
e Opponent, and I will anſwer you - I conclude with the words of 
Liz iſtine Neceoo te, nec tu me, {:d ainbo audiamns Chriſti in Serip 
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101-107 10: Prove our wav of | aprifing to be the right way of 
Let tinea Thar Infants ought to Le baptiſed, . 
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(17) 
ArT, 1- on : | 

If aur way of vaptiſing doth fignifie that whicy oughi io. be ſiznifiea 
in baptiſm.then it 1s the 119 bt way of baytiſung, 

But cxr way of baptiſing doth jioniſic that which ought to be ſronrfied 
in baptiſm. Eros, 'at ts the ri9144 way of baprifing. 
T. Grantham. 

If you mean thar your way of baptifing dorh fignihe all that ought 
to be fiznified in baptifin, then I deny the minor,and we have before 
ſhe ved how ſhort it comes of the rrue and full ignification of bap- 
ti{m, Atr. Fort. | 

Our way of baptiling ſignifies the waſhing away of fins, and it a- 
grees with the fignification-of the word Ba7i7w which is. to waſh, 
therefore it is ſufficient. 

T. Grantham, 

The contrary to this hath been ſhewed and I now deny that every 
kind of waſhing agrees with the ſignification of the word 6421/., 
when uſed to exprels the ſacred att of baptifing, and I defire vou to 
fhew one text where-that word is taken for a waſhing the Fore-head 
only when the ſacred att of baptiſing is e-rpreſſed by it, 

Ar Fort. 

The Jaylor was baptiſed at midnight; and do you think he had a 

River in his houſe? 
T. Grantham | 

You are much miſtaken the Jaylor went out to be baptiſed: 

| Mr. Fore. 

You cannot make that appear . 

| T. Grantham. 

res the reading of the text is plain to that purpoſe, for it is faid he 
was baptiſed, he, and all his ſtraightway, and then it follows, and 
when he had brought them into his houſe he ſet meat before them, 

Mr. Fore. 
That may be meant of carrying them out of one room into another 
T. Grantham. 

This 1s contrary to common ſence; you cannot ſpeak your con- 
fcience in this, 

Ar. Fort, 

| have ſhewed our way of baptizing is ſufficient, I will now prove 
that Infants ought to be baptiſed, 
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If Lf ants are within the Covenant of grace then they. ehgbt to be 
calcd with the ſeal of the Covenant, and by conſequence tobe baptiſed, 
Bt: y by fants are within the Covenant of grace and ough to be Jrnee, 

Cc, Ergo, they oxght to be baptized. 

' T, Grantham, 

Before I anſwer your argument give me leave to ask you a Queſti- 
en, How many Seals belong to the Covenant of grace, and what be 
they ? Mr. Fort. 

1 here are two Seals of the Covenant, to wit, Baptiſm, and the 
Lore's _ T, 6. 

Jeny your minor prepoſirion trom your own practice, for 

; ny Infants one of thele Seals, to wit, the Lords Supper;though 

yo conſoſs them to be within the Covenant, and we © by as good rea- 

deny the other Seal to belong to Infants: 
, Ar. Fore.” 
7es,we have better reaon for the one then you have for che other, 
ter 1t is ſaid; let a man examine himſelf, and ſo ler hita ear. 
T. Granthar* 

1. Ir is al.o ſaid, Repenr a and be baptiſed every one of you, As 2, 
285. it thou: belt els w ith a all [thine heart thou maiſt. 2. { might an- 
ver your Tt 1;tanc e Out of 7 VOUL OWN mouth, by ia 71g this 1s meant 
G&f Pet ons Of ye 175, and not of infants; which 4s it 15 true fo it ſhews 
£32% 4g of your aniwers t6 many of my Arguments. 


Mr. F * 01 / 
1:7 infants being 1a the Coven; hey ought to 0 fealed with we 
ſeal, and I pray rz{] me plain! y whether you hold ihem inthe Cove 
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I; T. Grentydm. : | 
Then I prove it by the teſtimony cf the Apcle, Who ſaith as in_4dam all 
dye, ſo in Chriſt Shall all be made alive, ard again as by the offence of orice 
the Judgement came on all men to.condemnation, ſo by the obedience of one 
the tree gitt abounded towards all men to jullification of life, 
Mr. Fert. E 
Theſe places do not prove that all Infants dying in in/ancy saall be {aved; 
for he ſpeaks hete on]y of the reſyrteRion of the Dead. 
ki T. G. 
Theſe places do shew that what death and condemnation came on infants by 
A dam is made void by the death of Chritt, and I defire you to anſwer me this 
Queſtion, whether you believe that any infants dying in infancy sha!l be danang 
ed ; Mr, Fort. | 
yes I do be ieve ſome infants dying in infancy Shall bedamned, (here the 
people gave a general figh as disliking ſo harsh a ſayirg.)} | | 


| 0: 
Then you are no friend to infants; (hall the Lord tel! us, the Son $ball nor 
bear the 1niquity of the father, and shall we nor belieyebim, 
Mr. Fort. Y 
The Lord doth ſay he wi]l vifit the iniqui:ies ef the farber upon tbe children 
unto the third and fourth generation. P . : 
. G. 
yea Siryþut ir is of them that hare him, but yet I grant in reſpeR of temps- 
ral puniſhments the children do often bear the tniquities of their fathers, yea, 
all infants do bear the fin of their father Adam to this day, but our diſcourſe 
is of eternal condemnation, in which reſpect I ſay infants ſhall not bear che ini- 
quity oftheir father, ſeeing Chrilt ſaith of infants indefinitely, of ſueh are the 
k.n2dom of God, Mr. Fors | 
Well | have ſhewed that infants being in the Covenant ought therefore ts 
be baptized, and it is ſaid 1 Cor. 7, that infants arc holy and fo they are in C6- 
\e1ant with their b<]i-ving parents. 


I bave anſwered your argument by diſtinguichirg berwixt the duty of the co- 
v<nant, and the m-rcy ot eternal] life, inthe firſt 1 ſay infants ate norin the co» 
venant, but in the other 1 lay they are far they hall be ſaved by Chriſt. 

And tor the holine's the 1 Coy. 7, it is expounded by Eraſwus , and others 
of vour own D«ors to be only a legirtimate holineſs, and indeed being der! - 
ved from the unbelievers being ſay&hed, it cannor fairly be nderiiba el any 
other king of cleannsts then that which 1s Matrimonia], 

Mr. Wrizht 

Mr. 1” interpoſed ſaying Dz4ate doth expound that place cf a covenant 
hojinels, T0. 

[ gra" t he doth fo, yer Zngyſtine far more antient then he ſaith, that what - 
ſever tet Ay tatfs isit ts cortuln (? is not of power 16 make Chriſtians or re - 
mit {! 15. Mr. F. 

7 marvel gon +! onjd deny ntfants the ſeal ſceing you grant tbem to bein tbe 
COy-Nn.inti. 4 , To 
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I donortdeny them the ſeal any niore then your ſelf, who deny” them the 
Lords Supper, which was allowed them in 01d time fyr 600 years together, - 


Mr. F., 
What Author ſaies ſo? I do notrbink you can shew that in any. good au. 
thor. Bis G+ 


I can shew it from your own DoRors ina learned treatiſe called a Scholgtte 
fl diſcourſe zout symbo!lising vuith Anti-Chriſt in Cerementes, : 
Mr. Foit. 


Infants being in the Covenant are in the Church, and therefore cannot be 


denyed baptiſm, 
| T. Grantham, : 

| anſwer by the former dillin&ion if by being inthe Covenant and in «te 
Church you mean the whole number of the ſaved : | grant infants to be in the 
Covenant and in the Church; but if you mean thoſe onlie who are i the aQRu- 
al profeflionoof goſpel Ordinances, as baptiſm and the like, I ſay no Scripture 
ſhews them to be {o in the Covycnant. 

Mr. Fort repeating what he ſaid before, roſeup'to' go away, then Tho, 
Grantham (aid, 

Gentlemen, though we differ in opinion, yet | defirewe may endeavour to 
maintain the great duty of Charitie towards each other, till God ſhall re&ife 


our judgements .1a thelc things. - | 
Mr. I, | + 
Mr, Wright replied, ſaying it was not meet to place all our Religion i: tice 
rings, but to walk in love one towards another, or to this effe&, and thas in a 
51iendlie manner the meeting was diolved.& everie man went away in peace. 
The ncxt day the baptiſed Chriſtians met together to preach 'the Word: 
Mr. Fort and Mr. Wright came to the meecing and 11 a very civil manner 
afl1icd to diſcourſe with them about the-Authoritie by which they Preack, 
{1ppoſing that they bad no ordinarie calling to the miniſtry, but when ir was 
\:wed tacm that no man was allowgd to minifter inthe baptiſed Churches in 
the capacity of a Paſtor or other Officer, without due eleQion and ordination 
by ta'ti1g and prayer, with the laying on of hands by the Presbiterie, Bishops, 
or overieers of the Church; they then onlie oppoſed that libertie of Prophecte, 
which. w2 allow, ſaying that gifted men in the church, as meer gifted chriſti-. 
215 might not praie, or expound the Word in publick alfemblies,we on the con- 
:raric allcdgd that gifted chriſtians as ſuch might lawfullie ſpeak in the church' 
to exhortation, &c, ina-modeſt and humble manner for the improvement of 
2i\ts andth2 profitof the church, Quoting tothis purpoſe 1 Pe. 4, 10, 11, 
x Cor. 14.31. 4:{s 18-25 20. | 
We ſpent about half an hour in friendlie d ſcourſe about the meaning ©c: 
:>ofe Scriptures, but yor agrecing Ie our expolitions, 2{r, Fort took his leave. 


41d we procecdce in our work, 
F-I NAS. 
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UPON 


Dr, STILLINGFLEETS 


D:greſfions about the Baptiſing of Infants, 


'In his Book intituled 


A Rational account of the grounds of the 
| Proteſtant Religion. &e. 


Wherein 


The inſufficiency of his grounds for Infant Bapt iſm is difcovered, | 
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By Thomas Grantham. © HM 


Who can bring a clean thing out of an uncledu one. 
Ia, 29.16. 


Surely your turning things rpfide down ſhall be effcemed as the petrers 
Clay. = 
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Tis no: any conceic oimy firnzſs to coatens with Learne | 
Men in th: comroyecſtes depzniing aboar facred Bap- 
tiſm, waich moyes m2 to this preſeat unlecraking, bart the 
experiencel haye ofth2 miltike of ſon? perſo1s, was take 
the chings bcought by Dc. S2llinz-Aeet in fayour of Infant 
Baptiſm, to bz of greater weigat thea what hath been doae 
by other Men in that quzTioa, as alſo I might by this Paper 
moveſomeabler hand to reckon morefully and Mecho Ji- 
cally with his new deyices, if upon confideratioa they find 
themſelves concerned to do it. | 
But chiefly my aim is, to move, if it may be, the learned 
Authour, to confiter how mach he injures the Caufe h2 
manages againſt che Papiſts, with ſo. much JuJgem?ar an{ 
Learaing, whilſt he endeavours to ſupport his Traditiotal 
L/ant Sprining(tor Baptiſm itis not) waich being, allowed, 
ather innovations of Papery,; or other Sects will certainly 
be ſuppartedtogether with it, ashaving the fame grounds, 
andinſome reſpect fairer pretences ro ovtrude upon the 
Zhurch of God, from all wiici errours let her be delivered, 
by the protection of ve Almighty, to whoſe grace I comir 
mee. | 


'Thine to ſeryerhee in Chrill. 


1 ho. Grantham. 
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Brief Aninadyerf091s upon Dc. $::4;a2 flect's. Digreſfions 

250u: the Baptifing of Infants. | 

01amo2 the wiſe, hath told ns, there are many devices in Mans 

hearc. The traeth whereof is verified inW multitute of de- 

vices old and ney which Mea have found ont to darxen the 

Coun'ell of God, teachins the ſacred inftitution, of the Bay- 

tim of Repeatance for the renifon of [15 Neverthele's the Coun- 

ſell of Gol that ſhall Ranl, aal therefore neither thall the devices 

of Dr. Still;ag7 flier prevail, nor be found o mach as a rations! afgorine 

of the grounds of ſafant Baptim, alveic divers Perion5 are periys- 

d:\{thar he hach out-doae others, that have undertaken to defen! 
that innovation, 

7. Firit, Therefore we ſhall confiler thet yo Texts, Fobs 3. 5. 
Act. 2, 38, 39. which he ſays, according to the interpretation 6+ 
the Fathers and the antient Church, and the Papiſts them('elves 5 
evidently aſſert Infant Bapciſm, Ir were ankvyer ſuſi-ient to tell hem, 
that what ever was the interpretatio: of ch2 Fathers, cc, yer, ac- 
cording to the interprecatioa of rhe Proteſtants, the ground; of 
who% Religion he preſents ts give an account 07, theſe Texrs, doth 
not hold forch ſuch a necefficy of Infanc Baptiim, as by ſo.n2 of rhe 
Ancients was imagined, ſeeins the Proteſt its d» not ſay, as the Pa- 
piſt; and foe before them, xo B zp::ſm 19 ſulvacion ; but they more 
truly teach, that this place is to bz u1dert591 (evea as fon? of the 
Fathers allo expoun ed it) of ſuch as refuſe or contem1 Baptiſm , 
anl yer ſaying withall co your confutation, that it is not neceiſary 
by, water, John, 3.5. To underſtand the external rite of Baptiſm, 
See Fulk, Anf. to the Rhemiſts Annot, John 3. ſo Dr. Wull:e Synop/. 
Paptf . | 

Hoyever, it is evideat ro them thit will not ſhut their eyes 
that in Jobs 3. 5. Chriſt is ſawing the way of Lite, an4 the duties 
of regeneratioa to ſuch as can? to him for intruttion, an1 perks 
nothing there, of the caſe of Infants, who ( as ene well obſefves ) 
cannot overcome the World, by reacon of their natural ney to 

| know 
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know either good or evil, and ardent are not obliged to the du- 
tics of the new birth, to wit, repentance, faith and Baptiſm, for what- 
ſoerer 1s born of God overcometh tht world, and this is the victory 
thar overcometh the world even our faith. And hence it is evident 
that Joh 3, 5, cannot be-underſtood of Infants, who are wholly un- 
capable of the duties of regeneration, 

And as eviden: it is, that Acts ., 38. 39. intends not Infants ſeeing 
rhe perſons there "0h bapriſed, even every one of thern, are required 
krit to repent; a dufFof which Infants are wholly uncapa+le; and 
the promi.e there mentioned is clearly meant of the gifts of the Holy 
Gheſt or the Spirit of promite in a {pecial manner,according to the 
Prophefie of Jo:1, the extent of which promiſe 1s only to the called of 
the Lord, v:fe 29 and this interpretation alſo 1s avoucked by 

-arned Proteſtants, See Deodate on the Tet, and Eraſmus en the 
{ame ; Dr Fer. T zy'o; in his book of confirmation doth fully ex- 
 poun {this place, of the promiſe of the Spirit-both to the Parents, 
and to the Children, as they are the called ofthe Lord, andnot to 
intants jn that capacity. £:b. Prophecy. So then the pretendet evi- 
Jence of Infant Baprtiim trom this place 1s taken away, becauſe this 
(14th is hence very evident, that calling by the word of the Goſpel 
rezencration * y Faith and repentance are the true antecedents to 
he Bantiim of every ſinner, 

:, Secondiy, Dr Sr:#:n,9-fleer ſtates the Qeeſtion tetween the 
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2 :prifts and the Palc- Baprijts after this manner, 

17 ther er blefſ, d Savior hath by a poſitive precept ſo determined 
fe rbiech of baptiſm, viz, Adult perſons profeſſrng the faith, that the 
z tcration of the ſubjett, in bapt:{ing Infants be not a deviation from, 
::d 1 945407 fron off the inſttution of Chriſtin a [ubfta tial part of it? 
m1 «4; ſhort, whither our Savierr hath ſo determined the ſubjuct of bap- 
* ſr as toexclade infants .** This done he tells us that raking in only 
*.rt2 hclp of Scripture and rea'on, it were no difficult matter to 
prove directly that infants are ſo far from being excluded Baptiim 
- + the infticution of Chriſt, thar there are as many grounds as are 

w-ceTary ioa matter of that natvre, to prove that the baptifins 
11m 55 unable tothe infitution of -hrift, and agreeable to the 
*4>:rgot rbe Church, under the Goel, So then, Scripture and re;- 

43 ak nox defide the controverſie , Let us hear therefor: 
.r, Sr #7 fle brings from thence, and this he ſpeaks; 
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_*Tfthere were any ground to exclude them ir muſt be either the 

** jncapacity of the ſubject orſome expreſs precept and in{titution of 
*© our Saviour, but neither of chem can he {uppoſed to do fr. 

But I anfiver, for both theſe caves Infants are not to be þapti 4d, 
and fith their incapacity depends upon the nature of the inftitution 
theſe two reaſons are. reſolved into ons; Now the inſtirution of 
bavtiſm, whether we conſider it as delivered by God to his Servant 
John, and by hin to us; or as it is eſtabliſhed by precept from ( hriſt, 
for a petp2rual Minitry inhis Church to the end of the world we 
ſhall find it delivered by both in fuch fort, as it is excluſive of in- 
fants; for, inthe ftrit place it is delivered as the baptiim of repen- 
tance for the remiſſion of ſins; 17ark t. 4. and every ſinner who 15 
ſaid to be baptiſed by kim, is ſaid to be baptiſed confelſhng their fins, 
verſe 5. which we know is not co be expected of Infants. 

The precept of our-Saviour for the perpetuity of Baptiſm ſo ex- 
preſly requires the making every ſubject a Diſciple in order there- 
unto, and that by afual teaching. or preaching the Goſpel ro them, 
Mat.:28. 19. Mark 16 15.according to Chrifts own examplz , v:ho 
ſo male Diſciples before they were vaprie i. that no Infant with any 
ſhew of Scripture or reaſon c#n pollibly ve brought within the reach 
of baptiſm according to it's inſtitution 3; In a word Dy. Sr:ll-7oct 
feems, in fo many words, to grant in his firſt tate of the Queſtion 
chat to bring Infants to Baptiſm, is an alteration of the ſubjec t, and 
therefore not agreeable to the inſtitution of Chriſt, in which ro ad- 
mit of alterations is very dangerous, 

Rut ſaith Dr. S. The rule and meaſure As to the Capacity of &1y11e 
Taftitutiens muſt be fetched from the cud of them, for this was the 

Cround ef the Circumciſion of Proſelites under the Law. 

Anſwer, That the ground of the circumciſion ' of Profelites was 
fetched from the end of the inſtitution, is not true. And inleed had it 
been left to that, Mens various conceits about the ends of ſuch infti- 

' tutions. Might have made as i} work, as we ſee yours do now; 
wherefore the wiſdom of God to prevent thoſe dangers, gave cxpre's 
order in that caſe as appears, Gen 17. 13. compared with Ex. 12. 
44.48. Ard when a ſtranger ſhall ſopurn with thee , and will kre p.- 
the Paſſrover, let all his Males be Circumcaſed, and yerie 49: Oze 
Law ſhall be to him that is home born, and aro the ſtrager thar ſojourn- 
eh among you, 

Thus 
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Thus we ſee che Law 15856 xpreis for the Uticulrcaiing Profelites 
and their males, as for I/rac{ rhemſelves Drodare alſo expounds the 
fr: place by the ſecond (The ſervant that is born) means (faith 
he) the Proſelue who of his ewn free will ſhall aad inwſclf re the 
Church by the profesſion of Ged's trut wr fhip. 

> ut Now, if we admit Dr. S. bis rule, that the meaſure as to the 
capacity of Divige Inſtitutions, mult be fetched from che ends there- 
of, yet will he be ſo farr from gaining, that he will quite loſe his 
cauſe, For, if by the ends cf Baptiſm he means the things ſignified 
, in Baptiſm (as that he does, for he {aid they who are capable of the 

thing ſignified ought not to be denyed the fign ) then we ſhall cer- 
tainly gain one thing out of two andeither ofthem will ſerve our 
turn to ſhew his miſtake, viz. either Infants are not capable of Pap. 
tim, becau'e not capable of af chizgs gnified thereby, or elſe that 
the Proteſtants do violate their own ruteindenying Infants ſome 6- 
ther koly ſigns, as general as Baptiſm, when yer they are capable of 
{ome of the things ſignified thereby, and this ſhall evidently appear 
ty running the parralell Letween us, as to the grounds upan which 
you deny Infants the priviledge ct the Lords Table, and we deny 
them Baprtiim. And firſt, | 

1 The things ſignified by the Lords Table (asthe ends of thar 
Inſtitution) is Chriſt Creicifted for us, and to ceme again to receive 
us ro himelf, of rheſe mercies Infants are capable, becauſe they ſhall 
be aved Ly the death and comming ofthe Lord Jefvs, thus they have 
the thing ſignified yet you deny them the ga becaute they undey- 
/tand rot the thing reprezented by the ſign. Anſwerable to this we 
iay.by Baptiſn is fignified the death and reſure&tion of Chrift and 
our {alvation thereby, ofthis mercy ſignified in Baptiſm Iofants are 
capable cur yet the ſign is not given to them becauſe they underftand 
not the thing gnified thereby, 

2. Theends, or things ſignified by the Lords Table, on our part 
are, the profeſiion of our faith, the manifeſtation of our union with 
the Church, :>c, of theſe end<inftants are nor cafable, therefore 
: hen ds not a.mit them to the Lords Tat le. 

Anixera' le to this we lay, the things ſignified in baptiſm on our 
art, are the profefiion of 6: r faith, ard manifefarian. of ovr union 
4 ie the Sainks. oc. of thee ens 'niants art agt ca8patie, theretote 


2-401 them not to baptuim. 
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3. Our coming to the Lords Table holds forta abſtainence iton- 
the Levened bread of malice and wickedne!s, and our feeding upon the 
unleavened bread of ſincerity and truth ; ot theſe ends (as they are &u- 
ties) Infants are not capable, therefore you admit them nor to the 
Lords Table, 

Anſwerable to this we fay, baptiſm holds forth our death to fin. an 
the newneſs of life from our baptiſm ro the end , df theſe enus of bap- 
tiſm Infants are not capable, and therefore we admit them not ro bap- 
tiſm, for the rule and meaſure as to the Capacity of divine Inſtitutions is 
to be fetched from the ends of thezs . : 

The ſame might be ſaid concern ng the impolition of hands with 
prayer for the Spirit of Promiſe, ſeeing it was practiſed 6y the A- 
poſtles upon the newly baptiſed indifferently , yet you-admit no Infants 
ts this Divine Inftitution, though you ſuppole them to be baprited, al- 
though accordins to Proteſtant Doctrine they are-capable of the pro- 
miſe AF. 2. 39, 39. And the benediQtion ſignified, and obtained there- 
by. by which your inconſiſtancy with your own rule is further mani- 
feſted and hencel infer (according to your own words ) by 4 parity 
of reaſon buiit on equal grounds, you oughtnot to taptiſe Infants becauſe 
the rule and meaſure, as to Divine Inſtitutions, or the eapacit y of the ſub- 
jets thr, of are to be ferched from the cnds thereof, | 

N-t from ſome ends only ( and thoſe too only which we pleaſe ) as 
Pr. $ doth unadvifedly teach. for ſo there would be no Man , or but 
very few, but might be brought to Baptiſm, or other ordinances, ſeeing 
they are capable of ſeveral things ſignified therein, as the death of 
C hriſt for the ſins of the world and his ReſureRion, by which all ſhall 
riſe av2in; and whether they believe it or no, yer he is the Lord that 
por'ght them, and a. mediator between God and them, thar his long- 
ſutiering might lead them to reyentance 

Wheretore your inſtance of our Saviours being baptiſed withour 
repentance avails you nothing, unleſs you werea leto prove a ſpecial 
caſe to be a general rule tor the practiſe of ordinances, which yer you 
cannot bu* know 15 pernicious many ways, nor can you ra- 
tionally believe that becauſe Chriſt who was no ſinner was bap- 
tized without repentance , that therefore you muſt baptiſe (1n- 
ners without repentance allo, 1 otherwiſe, then why may not Per- 
ſons be admitted to the Lords. Table without ie!f examjaarion, 
ſeeins Chriſt did partake of ir without ſelf | examination , havins 
noneed to do fo? certainly though Chriſt did this ut ſhall gever 
ID be 
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be demonſtrated that the Members of his Church may do w without 
ſelf examination,and yet thus went the matter 1n 01d time for hundreds 
ef years together, ſo true is the maxim admit one abſurdity and more 
will follow. | 

But to make an end of this, its evident: Chriſt in being baptiſed did 
his duty to God, and had he not been baptiſed he had not fulfilled al! 
righteouſneſs; Let it now be ſhewed that it $ the duty of infants to be 
baptiſed, or that they or any body elſe commits fin in refuſing infant 
baptiſm, and then we ſhall ſtand upon no further capacity on their part 
nor oppoſe this inſtance as to the end fos which it is brought but till 
this bedone we juftly rejet ſuch Argumentation, 

Neither 3s it true, that whar weſay of the incapacity of infants 5 c, 
reflets vpon rhe wiſdom of God in appointing circumciſion for intants, 
for Gods command made them fit ſubjetts for it, together with the na- 
ture of the covenant which he made wirh 4braham, and his, according 
tothe fleſh, which covenant he alſo ordained to be in their Fleſh by 
cireumcifion, Gezr. 17. 13. Now therefore when it ſhall appear,that the 
covenant of the Goſpel, (I mean it, as eſtabliſhed by Chrit in his 
Church) is made with any Man and his ſeed according to the Flesh,and 
that God hath required the Goſpel covenant should be in their Flesh 
by baptiſm, and ſo every infant born of them, or ſervant bought with 
Money to be baptiſed, we shall then grant that to inſiſt on the incapacity 
of infants would reflect upon the wiſdom of God, but fith this neither is, 
nor can be done, all theſe pretended refle&ions falls really npon Dr. $. 
fordenying infants the Lords Supper, becauſe of their incapacity, who 
yet were admitted to the Paſſover, of which they were as uncapable 
as of the Lords Table, | 

W hat the Dr. ſays further of the ends of vaptiſm to repreſent and ex- 
bibi: the nature of the grace of the Goſpel and to confirm the truth of the 
covenant on Gods part ; We have conſidered before, and ro what you 
here add, ſaying, lr inſtates the partakers of it in the priviledges of the 
Church of God, I anſwer, Th 

That though the Dr. ſpeaks right according to the right adminiſtra- - 
tion of baptiſm, yet according to his way of infant baptiſm it is nor ſo, 
feeins we all know, infants (while ſuch) though ſprinkled have no more 
priviledge in your Church then thoſe who are not ſprinkled , for the 
privitedges next following baptiſm, 1s to be taught to ovferve all things 
whatſoever Chriſt commanded, and to continue in feflowship with the 


Church in breaking of Breadand prayer, At#s 2 42. 4.28.20, Now 
£0 


(29) 
20 tell us that infants are inſtated in theſe things, and yet whilſt infents 
have nothing at all to do with them is too gro(s a vanity, For, 

If you ſay they are inſtared in theſe priviledges upon future contin- 
gences, viz. Repentance, Faith and newneſs of Life according to the 
Goſpel, I anſwer when this comes to paſs they are no infants , nor as 
infants partake of theſe priviledges, but as thoſe that are now the Sons 
of od by faith, and thus truly all infants are inſtated in Church privi- 
ledges as ſoon as born, ſeeing by the death of Chriſt they have a right 
upon the conditions of the Goſpel when capable to perform them, thus 
you miſlead the world with a ſpecious pretence of inſtating their infants 
in Church priviledges, when *tis only an empty ſound ofrrods, | 

But the Fews Infants as they were inſtated in the priviledges of their 
Church, by circumifion, ſo they eatred upon the enjoyment of their 
priviledges in infancy, appearing by Gods commandment three times a 
year in the Temple with the offerings accuſtomed and to partake of rhe 
Paſſeover, with the congregation or family where it was eaten, 


The Dr. faith, nehing cas ſeem wanting of the ends of Baptiſin ( in 
reſpe& of Infants ) 6t that which ſecs moſt cerimonial which is rhe 
perſonal reſtipulation, which yet may reaſonably be ſupplyed by Sper 
fors, &eE, | 


Thar there is much wanting beſide this reſtipulation in your infant 
baptiſm is shewed before,and it is unadv iſedly ſaid that the reftipulation 
of the perſon baptifed is the moſt ceremonial thing in baptiſm, ſeting it 
is the moral and ſubſtantial part being indeed our covenanting with God 
and in truth the external washing is far more ceremonial. as appears I 
Pet, 3. 21. And for your ſaying that the perſonal reftipulation in bap- 
rim may be reaſonably ſupplyed by Golt..tners, is very much below 
the reaſon of any Chriftian toafirm ; Bur» is it ſo? that Sponſors 
may ſupply the perſonal reftipulation, which is the greater , then let 
them alſo ſupply the lefſer,to wit ſprinkling with water,which they can 
tetter perform, then the covenant they make for the infant, and then 
the whole buſineſs will appear to have the ſame reaſonableneſs in every 
part 74z,, wholly unreaſonable. 

T bus much touching the capacity of infants &c. Next the Dr tells 
us, That m rhe Inſtitution of Baptiſm there :5 neither airctt nor coafr 
cntnial prohib:tion of lofi:nts to be bajtizcd, and that there is nothins 
ft hieit nature frettnded before the !}s/? commiſſion, Mat, 28, 19. BuF 
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4 miſtake, and its i(trange he never ovſerved that it hath ofcen been de- 
monſtrated that, as when Circumciſton firſt appeared.in the world, it 
clearly took in the Infants of tho.e to whom ut was firit given , ſo, ac- 
cordingly it was propagated ; But when Baptiſm firſt appeared in the 
world,it as clearly left out the Infants of thoſe to whom it was firſt mini- 
ſtred, and accordingly was propagated by the holy Apoſtles, infomuch 
that of the many thouſands, and tamous Churches, that were baptiſed, 
all rhe worid 1s not able to {hew fo much 45s one Intant to have been bap- 
tiſed in any one of them, nor one word of precept for fo doing, and if 
this be not {ſo muchas a conſzquential prohivicion of Infant baptiſm , I 
ſhall never believe that the Dr. or any ele can hew me ſo much as a 
con/equenrial prohivition, of Infants receiving the Lords Supper, the 
impoiition of hands c+c. 

And thougi the Dr. conſider never ſo much what apprehenſ1ons the 
Apoſtles had concerning rhe Church ſtate of ſuch as were in external! 
Covenant with God, yet he cannot rationally imagine that rey 341d 
meaſure the ſtate of the Goſpel Churches by the reaſon of the Covenant 
which God made ro:th rhe Jews and their Seed according to the fleſh. See- 
ng ir is exprelly ſaid fro» henceforth,to wit from the vanishing ot the 
old Covenant, k9w we 20: Min after the fleſh---But now if any Man 
be in Chr:{t he is a 1ew Creature, An1now Men are not to be accoun+ 
red ofthe Church becauſe they are Abrahams Seed, but they are ac- 
counted 4brah:m s Seed by being in the Church of Chriſt, Gal. 3. .9. 
If ye be Chriſts then are your Abraham's Seed , and Heirs aceordins ro 
prom! fe. . | | 
Neither is it.true that Chr'ft Cormmmanded his- Apoſples to gather 
whole Nations into Ciziarbes , as the Dr. affirms, neither did the A- 
poſtles gather any one whole Nation,or City into a Church $ ate that 
we read of, therefore Churches conſiſting of whole Nations, Meng® 
Women and Infants, are not Apoſtollical But this the Apoſtles did 
they tausht many Nations, 1.v. their found went through many Na- 
t10ns, not that they taught all manner of Perſons in the Nations, for 
they taughtno Infants, and the perſons by them garhered into the 
Church, were only ſuch as received their Do&rine , as appears by 
thot Families where their Goſpzl was received,the Husband ſome- 
:im2s Oppo'tte tothe Wike, ani otherwhiles the Wife to the Husband 
Servantz and Maſters likewiſe differing in the ſame Family about chri- . 
ſtianity, 1.Cor. 7. If then the Apoſtles did not gather whole Fami-. 
11es 1nro a church ſtate unleſs they did wholly believe, A&R. 16, how- 
Should any Man imagine, they gathered whole Nations ? the greateſt 


part 


s 


TT—I—__ 


Tony IS 


F \ 
725 : _— 
part whereot by all experience are wicked perions yea 1 thoſe very 


Nations, whish Men pretend to have made into churches of Chriſt of 


which would God England were not 10 full an evidence as it is this day. 

The Dr. grants that the order of words Mat. 25; 19. (Teach all Na- 
tions baptiſins them) was n2ceſſary for rho'e who were then to lc 
profelited to Chritianity. And we fay they are 35 nceTary for the 
generations following, who have as much need of tru Faith and Re- 
pentanze. or the firſt prin:iples of Chriſtianity in order to iheir being 
Chritians, as them that went before, and it is a pernitious alteration Or 
the order of Chriſts commiſſion, to out-run it s direion to, 45 to make 
perſons to be Chrillians, before they do or can know the leaſt title of 
Chriſtianity, | 

The caſe which the Dr. puts, about going to Diſciple the Indians 
Baptiſing them. is not at all rational, but upon the pre-\uppotition, tha: 
the per:on ſo doing, to have ſeen or known them , that gives him h15 
zuthority ro Baptiſe infanrs, and then indeed it's rational to {uppole 
ſuch a Perſon -ould not underſtand that the words, Diſciple the Indi- 
ans Baptiſins them. would exclude infants, But yet1 ruſt al'o ſay. 
that his ground to believe (0 could not ariſe from the words them'elves 
but from the praKtice pretuppoſed. Wherefore the Apoſtles having di- 
reCtion to teach all Na1ionsBaprifing them, without the leaſt knowledge 
of any Infants Baptized by any Baptiſts which were betore them, or 
from whom they received their authority, here is no place for the 
Drs. ſuppoſitions at all, | 

As little cauſe hath he to think that had any one ſaid io Ar49.2m1 he 
that believeth and is circumciſed fhall be ſaved,it onght {o to have been 
interpreved, as that infants ought ro be circumcized. For if this had 
been all the rule given for circumciſion, it muſt of neceſſary have been 
limited to ſuch as believe only , and unleſs the Dr. know how 
from good zround to fatisfte his conſcience, that Infants are believers 
of that which is taught or Preached according ro Afark 16. ( which 
place he aludes unto ) he muſt ſo limit the diverſion for baprifing. But 
if indeed he take Infants to be ſuch believers, then he 1s anſwered by 
Dr. Hammond in his Let. of Reſol. p« 297+ who faith, as tor the Que- 


ſion whether Infants have faith ? I profeſs my ſelf ro be none - of tho!e 


who are concerned in it, 1 freely confeſs to believe, Faith to be fo ne- 

ceflarily founded in underſtanding,thatthey that have not underitandisg 

cannot haye faith, whethe aRual or habitual, ” 
- c 


(32) 

The conclufion-therefore is, ſith in the cg{e you put, the word (be- 
ieve) cannot concern infants. and that they muft be deemed capable of 

*alvation, though they believe nor, It is every way fate to think them 
1inconcern d in the other duty, that paſſage Aſark. 16. 16. or any other 
like unto it notwithſtanding. 

Finally the Dr. propoſes five conſiderations about the ſuicablen-/5 of 
i1ant baptiſin to the adminiſtration of things under the Goſpel, and at 
ne faith, | 

1, 7har if it had beex Chriſts itention to exclude Infants,there had bery 
far £reater reaſon for an expreſs prohubit ion, then for an expreſs commaid, 
if Dus intention were to admit them, becauſe this was ſuitable tothe general 
Lrounds of Gods diſpenſation among them before, 

Anſwer, Here 1s little ſaid but what hath been anſwered before, and 
mav be anfwered by ſaying, had it been Chriſts intention thar infancs 
ſhould not be admitted to the Lords, Table there had been more necd of 
an expreſs prohibirion, +. then of an e.rprels command, & c_ becauſe 
{u table to Golds diſpentions among them before. Thus Argumentu 
ai homine, 

But I anfiver further, it is dangerous arguing to ur preſent right to 
Sacraments, from Gods diſpenſations among the Fews, feeing the ſtate 
of the Church, and the diipen ation is ſo much altered as that the tor- 
mer was but carnal, in reſpect of the Spirituality of the other. 

2, The Þr. faith, z z5 rery hard to concerve that the Apejtles thought 
Infarts excluded by Chriſt, when after Chriſts aſcention they looked upor 
themſelves bound ro obſerve the Fewsſh Cuſtomes , even when they had 
baptized many thouſands, ER” | 

Anſwer, Iv is ill ſaid that ths Apoſtles were bound to obſerve any ſuch 
Jewich Cuſtomes becau'e of any ſuirableneſs berween them and things 
under the Goſpel (which is the mark you ought to hit or you ſay no- 
' thins) but the reaſon why they did ovſerve fuch Cuſtomes for a time, 
was the weakneſs of the 7ews, and we find the Apoſtles did as ſpeedily 
put 4 period to ſuch Cuftomes as they could 4tts 15, 24. to 32. Atts 
16 4 5- which clearly ſhews Jewifþ Cuſtomes was not ſuitable to things 
under the Goſpel, and here circamciſion one of the chief of Jew;fþ rites, 
is clearly aboliſhed among the reſt, fo that a man would think infant 
bavtiſm ſhonid-never hav? been bralt upon it. | : 

3. The Dr faith If a4»21ſji9n of inf ants to Bapruſm were 4 meer yo- 
linue of mAaiſm, ut ſeems fFrane that none of the judaizimg Chriſtians 
fronts be char zed with ut,who yer Are Charged with rhe obſervation of other 
jrrda:c t! r:T6; Any TT, 


(33) * 

Anſwer, I find no 16435 oth 09x Infant baptiſm was a:retique of judaifſm,ſave 
D:. 44mmn ont, and fome from him, and he indeed would make believers baptiſm 
allo 2 jewiſh relique whiles he teaches that the jews haptifing Proſelires, and their 
Chiliren was the Original, and the baptiſm :fthe- Chriilian Charch but the 
Coppy, by which device he hath apened a gap toour late Ns7/onifts to deprive 
the Church «ffacred baptiſm altogether, and hath done more to. weaken the 
cauſe of infant baptiſm then any other of its ſavourtires, in laying its foundation 
In jewiſh ceremonies, for which they had naclear command ticm God, Bur 
great is this truth of believers baptiim, and will tand notwith{landing the injury 
done by Dr, Hammond, for it was no jewiſh rite, the baptiſm of repentance for 
the remiſhon of fins was from Heaven, A{a!. 21.25, and the Pharitces who woe 

calous en'ugh for jewish rites, rej&ed holy baptiſm, which Chriſt aff ms. to be 
the counſel of God Lu. 7, 39. and teſtifies out of the conſciences of his enewies, 
that hc that t-aches otherwiſe denyes Jon to be a Propher, THis rnen 1s the 
thing that truly ſeems ſtrange, thar no mention is made of infant baptiſm, 1f in- 

deed it wasatall received tn the Chriſtian Churcheither as a jewish rite or 0- 
therwiſe, but not ſtr2-- at all rhat none is charged with it , ſeeing none can be 
named that held it. 

4. Sincetheiewish Chriſtians were ſo much offended fzith the Dr. at the negle& 
of circumciſion, Acts 21, Can we in reaſd; think they should quietly bear their 
children being wholly thrown out of the church, as they would have bzen, if nc1- 
ther admitted by circumciſion nor biptiſm, 

Anſwer, Since the falſe Apoſtles was ſo earneſt to have the chriſtians circum- 
ciſe their children, it's ſtrange that none of the true [Apoſtles could or would 
quiet them by ſaying inſtead of infant circumcifion you have infant baptiſm if in- 
deed there had been any ſuch thing prafticed, For, this way went the Apoltle 
Paulto ſtill them, vyhen they would have brought the belicvers themſelves under 
circumfion, Col, two. Telling the chriftians they vyere circumciſed vvith the cir- 
cumcifion made yyithout hands, in putting off the body of the fins of the. Flesh by 
the Circumciſion of Chriſt, buried vvith him in baptiſm,vvhcrein ye alſo aretiſen 
with him through the Baith, &c. And why might not the jews as qui: tly take rae 
non-admisfion of infants to baptiſm, as they bo took the non- admi.fion of them 
ro the Lords Supper ſeeing they were formerly admitted to the Paſſeover, nor is 
it necellary to ſay, that though they were not admitted to either of theſe, that 
therefore they are wholly thrown out of the Church ; For, 

If by church be m-ant the whole number of the ſayed, then are infants of the 
churchs for Chriſt bath told us the kingdom of God b-longs to infants, and thus 
were infants of the church before circumciſion was for ſome thouſands of years: 
But if by church be meant thoſe only vyho are concerned in the aRu2l] profe-fion 
of the goſpel], in tbisreſpe@T grant infants are not of the church, God having*no 
vyhere required this of infants in his goſpe], Infants are novy as vy-Il as before 
the Flood, vvithin the covenant of the goſpel in reſpe& of the grace of eternal 
Life, but are not under the duties of the Coyenant, toyvit, Repentance, Faith 
baptiſm perſeverance, &c. 

Nor can my calling the whole number of the ſaved the church,and thus making 
infants a partthereof offend a Proteſt ant who is acquainted with Protcſtant 
doftrines, ſeeing Mr, Rogers Cath. Doctrine p. 73+ upon Art, 19, of the Church oc 
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Engl: 1, doch affirm, there is a9i invifible Church, and takes all within t he com: 
paſs of ,nis Church who are ele&, tryumphing or that ſhall tryumph: in Heaven 
Dr. Fi-/4takes into his definition of the Church all the EleR, of Men or #ngels, 
caled,or not yct called.1.1.c.8.So that accerding to theſe defi vitions of the churen, 
infants are not thrown out of the Church though not of the number of the called, 
ard conſequently not thatcauſe for the jews ro complain, rior. avyy other which 
the Dr. doth imagine; unleſ+ they be not acquainted with the extent of the cove. 
nant of Godsgrace in Chriſt Teſus our Lord. . 

Five, The door Jaſtly tells us, That had tt been contrary to Chriſts inflitutign 
{to bapriſeinfants) we ſbould not have had ſuch cutden:e of it's carly Practice in 
ti £Chuic), and here I acknowledge the uſe of Apoſtolical Tradition 10 manite ſt 
this to us. 

An\wer, This is altogether unlike a Proteſtant : What are the Sacraments ſo 
d.tkly laid down in the Scripture tha: vye knovy not vyhen, and to yvham they 
belong vvithcut Tradition 2? but vyhen ſhal: vve ſee this Tradition Xpoſtolical, I 
thin; doctor Ta4'lor expreſiy denies there1s any Tradit _ apoſtolical, lib. pro- 
phcfi . P. 117. 129. ; 

But thedoRour cannot bnt knovy there be errou:> »yhich crept into the 
Churcheven inthe apoſtles days, vvhich alſo continued in ſome of them, not- 
vvithtandirg all endeavours to purge them, ſuch vvere circumciſion and keeping 
the Lavv. Or if we liſt to reckon vvith records of antiquity , *tis eafico ſhow 
fom-ihivgs held by Papiſts and oppoled by the doctor are better proyed by tra. 
Qi ionthen infanr\baptiſm, for examyle the Lent Faſt ond prayer for the dead, 
this is not Cenves by Mr. Perkins demonſit. prob. What then ſhall be gaine dto 
the protePant Religton by ſuch Tradittona! arguments, 

Ir is a nctable aying of Iz7ce: s (according to Dr. Fulk,) Wren the 
Herect:chs are reproved out of the Scriptures they fall ro accuſing the Strip- 
CUYCS AS if all 1s ot well 4 thems-- and that the Truth CAa710t be found CHE 
of them that know not the Tradition. And faith Tertul, ( according to Dr. 
Fulk ) Take aw 1y thoſe things from the Hereticks, which t hey hold with 
Ethnicks, that they may ſtay their Queſtions upon Seriprure only, 


FI1NLIS. 


EXRATHA 


P. 2.1, cr. is right, p.'4.1. 25: r. ofa Midwite p. 5.1, 34+ for rheſe 
r, tioie p. 7.4. 27. for others r, overs. Ap 


